July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, 8.W.

Whashington, DC 20554

accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a an or affordable housmg to'stayingin
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduge”
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, unmedmtely hannmg mﬂhoﬁs ﬁf

Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

1 understand that the FCC 1s conqudermg applying “in-state” access charges a.nd other fees on -
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subiseribe to Incal '/
telephone service, roly upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affurdab rates
Students immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar cbal]engns

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option avamblc -~ thhom them, many o,
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of m'cpaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Jeast aﬁbrd prce increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substannal .ncrease in the costof pmrmd caﬂ 5

destroying the utmty of calling cards 1o disadvantaged consumers. Alowing the large; Jocal . ;;. ;
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card tog.. -
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordéble, Ple&e

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges dnd fees on prcpa;d ca.!hng card
services. .

Sincerely, Q%HLJ %

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson




July 7, 2004
Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission

445 | 2th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

,___—_._...,,mﬁ_H

RU Docket No. 03 Tﬁ\

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepeid calling cards. If ymt
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minomy
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their conm‘mmﬁes L

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pnce increase for pre-pald caliy
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the househoids with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepsid cards. Prc-paid calimg cards are $o prevalznt mpm‘t becansc
they save consumers money. .

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and Jow income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with nising telephone service costs as well. In perticular, many low-income "%
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they amet
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that Jocal phone comparues insist-up
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consurners can make calls from payphones of the
of family members and neighbors. 'We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we-Took
Jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily- a{:ipnintm“aﬁts that we a"ﬂ

I'simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new chargbs and faes on these eards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the larpest beneficiaries of sich
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gam by keepmg
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely, :

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps Lot
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy ‘
Commissioner Kevin Martin
. Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator Kur Hdrdssm
Senator

Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 121h Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

e

m@cket No. 03 3\33\

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and othet minerity communities rely upon low-cost mlzmmmumcatmns scmces
accomplish many every day tasks, from Jooking for a job or.affordable housing to stayxng i
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCCis  proposal that would istrods
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend xmmedmtely harmmg m{h nsof
Latinos and cther consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying m-stnte” access charges and oﬂmfees oh !
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incofics or thise
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to locai B
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set a.f’fordnble 120
Students, unmxgrants, senior citizens, and others face su-mlar challenges. y

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option avazlable wlthout them mai}y ccmsnmers.
could, quite literally, be lefi without access to telepbone service. Rmsmg the pru:e of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price mcrzascs

Imposing in-state charges wauld amount to a substantia) increase in the cost of prepmdwm:
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers.- Allowing the lar
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sel the calling card'to'a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Pledse

lock out for consumers and refuse to impose new access c‘wrge.s and fees on prcpmd caﬂmg card
services. : :

S, 7/@/{“9 JJ%M

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jopathan Adelstem

Senator
Senator dan-

Congressperson R ;
S“"" Cinmi e TX




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington DC 20554

RE@C Docket No 03- 133

Dear Chairman Powell

Latino and otber minority communities rely upon low-cost. tele..uommumcatmns scmce&t_
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordablé housmg to staymgm
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FGC is & proposal that would £

new charges and fees upon services upan which we depcnd imedmely harmmg mmﬁms
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. L .

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in- state access charges andﬂlm fess on
certain prepaid calling card scrvices, Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or thesc
establishing & credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local -
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set aﬂhrdabln raté
Students, imrigrants, senior citizens, and others face sxm:]ar challe:ngos o

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — wnhcm t.hcm many cﬁﬂm
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the pme of: pwpmd
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can leest afford pncu inereases..

Imposing in-state charges would amount 1o a substanna.l increase in the cost of prepmd :;alls,
destroying the utlhty of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, iocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do nat sell the calling card’ w8 .
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Piease
foak out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and ft 3 on prepaid calhng card
services.

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator Hurtrld oy

Senator doyn.yn.
Congressperson,




Tuly7,2004

Chairmap Michael Powelj

Federal Communications Commxsmon
445 12th Street, SW. - o
Washington, DC 20554

Coairasn Bowall:

The FCC#ﬁbu]d ot L:n;’*-oaé nEW uticEs c‘mxyés and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move 1o in¢rease the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
d:sadvanmged individuals (o sty 1 Lo b in dmr communities.

The Laxmo mmmﬂmty is pm‘uculaﬂ} sensitive 1o any price increase for pre-paid calling cards
appronmaﬂ:ly 43% of Latino houscholds use them. Indeed, ha.lf of the houschelds with incomes

; milk: pn::es a]rendy haldmg f'med and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising tclcphone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
househplds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting s phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we lock for
jobs, huat tbr housgs, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 nmpl;y flnd it ummngmablz that thu FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some gfthe pation’s targest telephone compagies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges’ Thé FLC shionld stand up for consumer interests over corporate guin by llceping
atfardibh pnpam calling cardsa pnnnly

umissi mer Kathleen Abersathy
isgioner Kevin Martin. . -
e Imthm mlstm

_".‘*"3’-‘.

: f:;ngassperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federa] Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

R@ocket Na. 03 131 F

Dear Chairman PoweU'

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low~cost teltwmmumcmom sewwzs
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing 1o staying - -

touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would mtmduﬁe. _
ncw charges and fees upon services upon which we de:pend, unmedmteb’ bannmg mx]llons b
Latinos and other consumers nationwide,

I understand that the FCC s considering applying “m-smw” access cbarges :md othcr fcws off .
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes Qr thase
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary fo. subscri’hc 0 focal 7.
telephone service, rely upon these prepeid calling cards to stay connected at set aﬁ'efdahh
Students, immigrants, senior cjtizens, and others face similar challenges. :

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - wlﬂaout thetr, maﬂy 5
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of preg
calling cards will dirccﬂy harm individuals who can least afford price 'imreascs T

Imposing in-state charges would amount 1o a substantial increase in thie cost. of prepmi culla,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged cousumers. Allowing the large, locsl
telephone companies to colicel such charges, even when they do rot sell the calling eardo
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable, Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and faen on pm:md calling wd
services. :

wo

Sincerely,

St - ?ézas&

ces:  Comunissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein .
Senator X s

Senator 7 P
Congressperson M.l




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission _ R
445 12th Street, S W, : A BRI
Washington, DC 20554 ' : S

e
e

Dear Chairman Powell,

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges mﬂ fc:e on Pfepmd
services, ¥

Minerities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and milimry e

families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do fiot-.
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for Jocal telephone . -
service, For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay wmmhd*
~ to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appoixmﬂent,” ;
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience nnd predictable gt b
there are no hidden fees or charges In economicaily dlsaﬂwmnged aress, consumens ek
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards
indispensable 10 consumer groups because they are an aﬂ'ordable altcrnat:ve w© r#.'guhr and
wireless telephone services. :

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “m-v.ta 2 access chat‘ges
and other fees on pre-pajd cards. The fees would funnel directly 10 large Joca) telephone - ..
cornpanies while the burdea would fall squarely upon those consumers that can lenst aﬁbrd to
bear it.

Adding access charges 10 be paid w Jocal telephone companies will substnnually mcrm?me:pm'
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latirio and other comman
from these services, Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consutiers. and
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees

Sincerely,

ces: iss1oner Michael Copps i
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy (RO ,
Commissioner Kevin Martin ot e e
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein g e
Senator 2 /rfa-f" el igrm.
Senator oA Ccrrlufn

Congressperson




Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Comamunications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

REQC Docket No. 03-133,

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minofity communities rely upon Jow-cast tciccommumcatmns scmm f:o
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would nmadnce
new charges and fees upon services upen which we depr.md 3mmad1ateiy hannmg- il i
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. i '

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “m—sme" access chargec md othdl! =
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomiss 6t ﬁmse
cstablishing a credit history, bank accounts and other mesns necessary to subscribe to foeal
telephone scmcc, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set aﬁordable rates
Students, me:grants, senior citizens, and others face sum}ar clmllengcs o ; S

As a resuit, prepaid calling cards are the only option avarlnble without 'éhem, mnny ma%mnﬂ;
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Ra;smg the price of pmpm&
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least a.Ef'ord pnce increases. . -

id calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the jarge, loca
telephone campanies ta collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling ¢ard to
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Plise

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepajd cang a&l’d
services.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substa.nual mcrease in the cest of prepai

Smcerely,

ces:  Commissioner Michae] Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevio Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senatar
Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chatrman Michae]l Powel

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 3.W,

Washington, DC 20554

A

RE WC DocketNo 03- 133

e =

Chaiman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and feeé'upbﬁ prepa;dcanmgcard& JF
nove to incregse the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for mmoﬂ
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumuc&

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any prlce increase for prc—paid ealling
approximately 43% of Latino bouscholds use thern. Indeed, half of the households with } mcomes
below 520,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prcvalcnt m pan because
they save consumers money. _

With gas and milk prices already holdmg fixed and low income zonsumers ‘ma Ag,, w sbtmid
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income .
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely tipan prepaid service because. th '
mect the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements thit Joéal phone companias insist npes
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can miake cails from payphones or; me Wncs
of family members and neighbors. We can use these crds fo stay “cormected”.as e wﬁkfw
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appcmtfnents that wa alf bave

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on ‘these wﬂs
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such:
charges. The FCC shou)d stand up for consumer intemts over corporate gam by h'epillg
affordable prepaid ealling cards a priority.

Si ly,
incere Y%Zé
Y

ccs:  Commuissioner Michact Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson

VSRR SR D OO P i Sy



July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washiogton, DC 20554

ma@ocket No. 03- 135

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services o .;-
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staymg in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would i odume
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend uumedmtaly hwnmg millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. : :

Tunderstand that the FCC is considering applying “m-stale" aceess charges md'oﬂmﬁ-ﬁeﬁ_m
certain prepaid catling card services. Many Latinos, parhcular]y thase on fixed incomes of ﬂwsa
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means ficcossery 10 suhserib tocdocal

telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connecied at set affordab!ﬁfm
Students, immigrants, senicr citizens, and others face sxmﬂar c}u:l}cnges '

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available ~ withiout them, many conmmz;s
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service.. Raising the price of prepand
calling cards will directly havm individuals who cen least afford pncc increases.. 7

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substanhai increase in the cost of. pmﬁlud mlls,
destroying the utility of calling cards 1o disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal -
telephone companies ta collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to &'
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affondable.” lee

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fess on prepmd mllm' wd
services.

Sincerely,

ccs:  Commissipher Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Conpressperson o



July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE; WC DOMB 5

Dear Chairman Powell,

I arm writing to ask that the FCC not impose new h:dden chm-ges md faes on prepmd‘
services, . .

Minorities, law-income families, senior citizens, mmxgranfs college students and mlhtury
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Masy of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for Jocal telephone ™
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have 10 stay oonneﬂed
~10 make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and prediclable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically djsadvantaged areas, consursers litergily
risk being discannected if the prices of these cards incrense. Prepaid calling cards are

indispensable to consumer groups becausc they are an nﬁ’ordable altematwc 0 regulm'm
wireless telephone services. , AR

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it mﬂlms new "1n-stat§” atoess Charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to Jarge local telephone -

campan:es while the burden would fall squarely upon thmc consumers that can Jeast affnrd m
bear it.

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone comparnes will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Lutino and other communities gain:

from these services. Please stop any cffort to raise rates-on Amesican consumers atd- denide hat
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new accak charges and oihcr foéﬁ & ‘

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Sepator
Congressperson -




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powel!

Federa! Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE\WC Dack::t No 03 133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new sccess charges and fses upon prepaad callmg cardsf 'If ;
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive’ up the cost’ for mmﬁwg
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their com’umtles o

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pnce increase. fcx pre-pnm
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the houseboiﬁ&wm; mwmas

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg cards are so prevalem m part becmm
they save consumers money.

With pas and milk pnces already holding fixed and low income consumers hosmgc we shauld
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income. o
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they camct
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local photie companies basise ‘apod-before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphoneés of the iglephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we Jotk fo
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other claﬂy appomtmants thnt we. an

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would i lmpoqu new charges and fees on tiwséwdm
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companics would be the largest beneficiaries of such -
charges. The FCC should stand up for consnmer interesty over corpormz goin hy kttpwng
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincercly, i
LI ze
ccs mmissioner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senatar

Congressperson




Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. 1 you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up. the cost ﬁ:vr mmoﬂty or.-
disadvantaged individusls to stay in touch in their commumtxes N

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre:paid talling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households nse them. Indeed, half of the households with it
below $20,000 have used propaid cards. Pre-paid callmg cards ar@ %0 pmvalem in pﬂ'!
they save consumers money.

W:th gas and milk pnces already holding fixed and low | income consuraers hostage we:
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. fn particular, many Jow-income o

households who are on fixed incomes depend eptirely upon prepaid service because they cannot

meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones cr the teitphms
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to st3y “connected” as we lock for 0 o
jabs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other dmly appomtments ‘d:tat wee a]l l‘;a

I simply find it unimagmab]e that the FCC would :mpose new charges and feas on the
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneﬁmmem
charges. The ¥CC should stand up for consumer interests over corpornte gaiﬁ by keepmg B
aﬂordablc prepaid calling cards a priority. O

Sincerely,

Corimissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator  Kaw (Hrtch ibean

Copites [T Bpctt

i
AR




July 7, 2004
Chairman Michael Powe]l
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, S W,
Washington, DC 20554

Chairman Powell;

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fec\, upcn pK'EPAId calhng cards: f.fydtx'
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost fur mmomy ot -
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumtzcs ~

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pru(:é increase for pro—pmd caﬂmg cards; .
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Tndecd, half of the housc.holds thh -thQmes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg cm'ds are s0 prevzlmt in
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low i.ncomc consumers b i}
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In pearticular, many Jowincome .
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becsuséﬂzey Hnok
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requircments that local phone companies ingist apon beflire
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the wiapbrmes
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we: Icmlt fot
Jobs, hust for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appomtmcms that we a.ii hava L

1 simply find it ummagmab]e that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on thaé ::" s
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiariek of Sl
charges, The FCC should stand up for consumer mterest.d aver. cor‘pora!e gniu
affordable prepaid ealling cards a priority. :

Sincerely,

W (\2@75”

ccs: Commussxoner Michael Copps ‘a-,. o
Commissioner Kethleen Abernathy A
Commissioner Kevin Martin '
Commissioner Jonethan Adelstein

Senator Frdzlod somn.

Senator % "
Congressperson M’. .
R ?J‘

";‘;_' o



July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE{WC DocketNo, 03-133

Dea: Chairman Powell,

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prcpa;d @
services. .

Minorities, low-income familics, senior citizens, *;rrlmz.c;'mmitxs college. smdeufs and mzlmry
families rely upon calling card services for 2 variety of needs. Many of these comsumers do
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay, s large. deposit for Jocal telaphoﬁé R
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have 1o stay tonnected
— to make phone calls to Jook fora job, for affordable héusing, make a doctar’s appointment, or -
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and prediciahie tost e ¢
there are no hidden fees or charges In economically disadvantaged areas, consurners: hm!!?. v
risk being disconnected if the prives of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are

indispensabie to conrumer groups because they are an affordable altemmve to raguinr and
wireless tclephone services. .

But such price hl‘kes are precisely what the FCC will dg if it mﬂmts new “in- staza” BUCRES: Ch@rgts
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephme

companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least alford
bear it.

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone c.ompsmes will substnnhally mﬁmﬂn]‘m
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other commuitities gain
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide th:lt
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges snd other fees.

Sincerely,

(mo. \/@Cas
ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps A
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy RO
Commissioner Kevin Martin R
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator Hudcdleis om

Senator oAy, dorv

Congressperson

e




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federa] Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rcly upon jow-cost telccornrounications services to =
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying n
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millitns of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide, E -

Tunderstand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and otlver R
certsin prepaid cailing card services. Many Latinos, partienintly those on fixed invomes gt
establishing e credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary (o subseribe 16 focal
telephone scrvice, rely upon these prepaid calling cards 1 stay connected at set affordable ratés. -
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar chailenges. ' R

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many ccmsumm

could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid -

calling cerds will directly harm individuals who can least afford price incresses.

Imposing in-staie charges would amount 10 a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, .. -
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, * Allowing the Jarge: Jocal -
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the callingcird toa. 5
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Pléase
lack out for cansumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid eulling card -
services. : : o

Sincerely,

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
" Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissjoner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator tuedchis o

Senator C!,y;ufn.

Congressperson

T exas "




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Cormmunjcations Commission
445 12th Street, 5. W,

Washingmn DC 20554

R@oaket No 03 133 A

Dear Cheirman Powel!:

Latino and other minority communities rcly upon low-cost teleéammﬁmcaﬁéns scrwceslfwi
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying _
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce -

new charges and fees upon services upen which we depl:nd mmnedmtaly harmmg miflicxis
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. ‘

Tunderstand that the FCC js considering applying “in- -state” ancess charg;e.s and othe: fees
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incommes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to Toesd 7"
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards fo stay connécted at set aﬁ'ordable rates;
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges, 3

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option svailable ~withauit them, many consumum‘
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Razising the price of pre aid
calling cards will directly barm individuals who can least aﬁmrﬁ pncc in¢Teases,

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial ; mm»&e in the cost Of pn-pa: oAl

destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. - Allowing ™e large, focal ="
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they donot sell the, calling terd toa .
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affardable, ‘Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sinceraly, // >/ //

ces: Commxss:oner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy < N
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator thetchison.

Senator
Congressperson
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Arizsaans fer Arizonans for COmpatmon in Tetephnne '

" 6733 East Dalo Lane, Cave Croek, Az 85331-6561

| ervics {480} 473-3321

“July 8, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell RE WC Docket 03 133 ;
Federal Communications Commission ' -
Washington, D. C. \ﬁa Fax

Dear Chairman Poweill: - ' S
We strenuously object to the idea of sncreased access charges cn. calhng catds and urge
you to join in our opposition. :

Arizona has numerous military installations, and these cards are oﬂen the pnmary means
for military personnel to stay in touch with their wives and families whrlmhéy are serving
overseas. The ragular Air Force, Army and Marine service men and worien based in
Arizona, along with the National Guard and Reserve troops that have been called up,
deserve better than a telephone rate increase, particularly- at a tlme wherf they are makmg
what are often extraordinary sacrifices for our country : B

It 18 no secret that military families, along with low-income Anzonans |mmtgrants
students, and our many older families, are undergoing intense budget stréss because of
skyrocketing prices for such basics as milk and gasoime Thns is not the'hme w@add higher
telephane costs as well. : :

Snnc?rely YOurs, ‘
/;ﬂ T |

“Jon Poston
Consumer Coordinator

CC: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commisston
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

——

——

R@mket No. 03-

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other mmonty communities rely upon 1ow-cc~st mlecommumcatmns smm to: S
accomplish many evory day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable. housmg ﬁaﬁtyulg in s
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is & proposal that woisld introdace -
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harmmg mdl:ons gf’ =

Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

Iunderstand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state access charges and other fees ony. -
certain prepaid celling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to Iocal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set aﬁ“otﬂa’ble ‘xm.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges e o

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option avm}able s wathout 1hcm, many oo ;
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Rm%mg the price of prq:mﬂ e
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases,

Imposing in-state charges woujd amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid cally, .

destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local.
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card'to &+
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantiatly less affordsble. Plonsa

loak out for consumers and refuse to impose new access chargcs and fees on prepasﬂ mlling wd,_
services.

Sincerely,

W | §hame @z% 7@ bt el

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adclstem
Senator A;k che sove
Senator &*7'1

Congressporson
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July 7, 2004

Chsirman Mschael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

——‘\ N
REQJVC DockctNo 03 133

e e et

e

Chairman Powell;

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepald calhng aard -Hyo
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost fot mm. ;
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumhes : :

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre pmd f:allmg cm!n;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, helf of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-pad callmg card@ are so prevalent in pm-t becausb
they save consumers money. A

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers homge:i we gl mﬂd
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, - Il pariicular, many low-itrcome.:
households wha are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because fhe
meet the eredit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist % {'&fore
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphoties or the teteph

of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as'we. look far
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule mamy of the othcr daily sppointments that we all havc

I simply find it unimagineble that the FCC would impose new chasges and foos on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiarics of such

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over mrpomte gain ‘by keepx.ng
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. , '

sy, R0aleo WW
&

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commiss:oner Jonathan Adc]stcm

Senator
Senator z’ (v roqn
Congressperson ’LB




July 7 20Q4

Chalmmhﬁmhﬁ&i Powell RN

Federal Communications Commmsmu Ry
445 [2th Street, S.W. S
Washington, DC 2G5§4 SR

o

B e S

RE: 'C Dock_cc No.‘03~13; '

Chaxrman ‘well

: . nnt ;mpnsc new a»cess charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move $ thepeass the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
dlsadvamaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Lattno‘conunumty 16 particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save cmlsumers money ' :

With gas‘-and\m;kk pnces already hc;ldmg fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should

ced withrising mtephom: service costs as well, In pasticular, many low-income

ds who ate.on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet e i mimg or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting'@ phone. With prepaid cards, consumgrs can make calls from payphoues or the telephones
of family members and rieighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
Jjobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 mmply fmd it 1m1mag,,nable that the FCC weuld impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s fargest telephone compaenies would be the largest bencficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
an‘ordg;hle pupald ml.hng cards a priority

= ccmmiséioggr Kevin Martin
_-Comissioner Jonathen Adelstein




Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powel]]

Federal Communications Cornmission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

s T

R@ock&t No.03-133 ™,
ocket No. 515

Dear Chairman Powell,

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hiddeny chm-ges and fees on prqmd cnllmg card
services. : :

Minorities, low-income familjes, senior citizens, u:nrrugrants co}lege students and mthtary ;
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consurners do it
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay & large deposit for local telephom 3
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have fo stay cormected
— to make phone calls to look for s job, for affordable housing, make 2 doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged dreas, consumers, hﬁﬂlﬂy ;
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are < -
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable ahernanve to rega}ﬁmd
wireless telephone services, :

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will dn :f it mﬂxcts new " m—statc -
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel dirsctly to Jarge local telephone s
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those wnsume:s that can- }east aﬁo:d ‘
bear it. :

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone compamas will suhs%annally mr:mse Ihﬂpﬁl'
minute charges on pro-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communitiss gﬁm
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumersy aﬁ dmxde that
these services arc not subject to the exorbitant new access chnrges and other fees '

Sincerely,

SCW\ Af\lﬂ‘omo

cc mmissidher chhae] Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator Mot i dove
Senator dcwu&n

Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Federal Communications Commissicn =~ .« =
445 12th Street, SW.. - - BETE I
Washington, DC 20554 S

L : . ' 1

et

RE@BDCkﬂi No. 0@

Chairmaa Posell:

The FC(‘:shouldnpt frmpim new #;:ces,s charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move 1 ipciease the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in 1ouch in their communities.

The Lating community is particularly seasitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino honseholds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save CORSUMETS MOUEY.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
bousehglds who.afe ap fixed tncomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the émedit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting & phong.. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors; We canuse these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such

charges; The FCC sbould stand up for cousumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority,

Sincemﬁi by

cos: f:fg;-‘icmis.sibncr Michae} Copps - -

.- Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
- ‘Commissioner Kevin Martin
- Cammissioger Jonathan Adclstein




July7,2004

Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cormmission
445 12t Swest, SW. -~
Washington, DC 20554

R@;-Do;het No. 03.13

arman Powell: o

Military personpe: stationed in the U.S. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost
telecommunications services to keep in touch with family and friends back home. But pending
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fecs on these cards that we
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of American service
men and women stationed worldwide. . . -

Tunderstand that the FCC is considering anplying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Amcrican service personnel, particularly those who move
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at ser,
affordable rates, - L T

As a.zesgl rpmgaiﬂisaliing cards are the enly option available — without them, military personnel

could; 2lly, be Joft without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
cailin  will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep

their loved énes within reach.

Impoki_ii’g’ in-state charges would ambun[ to & substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card

servicas

ommissionsr Michasl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernatlyy
3 Commissioner Kevin Martin. 0
~ - Commizsioner Jorathan Adelstein

‘Senatér Hutehisavs

e Sepater % dov o
o b '_QIS_QIX " a :

CcC3




J uly 7 BUM
Chmrman Mnh.a&wawell

nm u‘npnse new access chargeb and fees upon prepaid calling cards, If you
e cost of these eards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
4 Wdua.lstn stay in touch in thelr comununities.

The Lmna.cnmmumty is partwularlv sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the houscholds with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gasand mifk prices alicady holdmg fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be fiiced with- Tising teluphone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes dcpend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet t}mm mting or hefly deposit requirements that Iocal phone companies insist upon before

4 ﬂmm ‘With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
s and neighbors: 'We catruse these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hnm f«kmse.., or schedule many of the' other daily appointments that we all have.

I sunpiy fmd it unimaginable that the F(‘C w ould impose new charges and fees on these cards,
Some of the nation’s largest elephone commpanies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC shoild stand up for consumer interests over corpornte gain by keeping
affardable prcpaid callmg cards a priority.

~Cammissioner Kathleen Abernathy
- Commissioner Kevin Martin
_'f]i‘Cmmxss:oncr Jonathan Adel stein




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washingion, DC 20554
//%_,_:______\_

.

e \\\
 WC Docket No. 03-133
__#__—-d—_”'f’

Dear Chairman Paowell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many cvery day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing 10 staying in ,‘
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would (ntroduce .
" new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, 1mmedmtely hanming, m:ihcms Gf
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in- state access chargcs snd bthv!r ftﬂ o
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomis or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subseribe 1w iocal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards 1o stay cannected gt gt aﬁbrﬁa’%ﬁ i
Students, immigrants, senijor citizens, and others face su'mIar challengeg i i

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - mthcmt them, many consumers. "
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raiging the pr:c,c of'prepaid
calling cards will directly herm individuals who can least afford pncc mcreasee.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantisl ificrease in the cost of prepmd. calk,-:
destroying the uiility of calling cards to dissdvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when 1hey do riot sel] the calling cord to 8 -
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Plesse

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges a.nd fees on prepmdr ca!lmg card -
services, . '

Sincerely,

Cg‘w ‘/«ﬁ Tho rp R~ |
ccs:  Commissioner Michae] Copps 781 7
Commissioner XKathleen Abernsthy :
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein .
Senator K“L M clatSom.
Senator Oy n7 "

Congressperson

il
too




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powel}

Federa] Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Dcar Chairman Powe]],

I am writing 1o ask that the FCC not impose new hidden- chargr:a ﬂnd fees on prenmd ee])mg mrﬂ
Services. e T, . Lo -,

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, mm:yants. f:ollege stuﬂems mﬂ  military
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of niceds. Many of these consutiers
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pny 1 Jarge deposit | for okl teigyh
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only. option they have fo- Sty cmndctad
~ to make phone calls to Jook for a job, far affordable housing, make 2 doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. In cconomxcally disadvantaged areas, conisumers lnerally ”_‘
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are ot

indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable a]tcmath to regu]ar_md
wircless telephone services. :

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do. 1f 11 mﬂlcts new “wstaia-- m chwgcs
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly t6 largé loca) tele

campanies while the burden would fall squarely upon those ctmmmers ﬂm can rm '
bear it. g

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from thesc services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access cha 'ges and other feos. - o

Sincerely,

w Sl

ccs:  Commissioner Mi Mﬁ(/ 10/\(9\‘ .

Commissioner Kathleen Ahemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissipner Jonathan Adelst
Senator (L M

C’ongrcssperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

C Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and feés upon prepu:d canmg i
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for msnmty or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities, -

The Latino cornmunity is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-pmd callmg cardzs
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards, Pre-paid ca]lmg cardy are 50 prcvalent in patt;lﬁmaus&
they save consumers money, ‘

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income mmners hostag b
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. 'In partrmlar, Tany - m—w
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid setvice because the: :
mect the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist ﬁpmjﬁfaﬁ}te
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls feom payphones or the !clcphones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards o stay “connected” as we Itmk for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appmnumma that we all have. o b

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and [ae-; on thesg cmdm 3
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the latgest beneficiaries of siich. -+
charges. The ¥CC should staud up for consumer intmm over mrpom: gm by !
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. : ;

ccs:  Comunissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator CMvoanblss
Senator
Conpressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

mﬁka No. 03133,

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost teiecommumcaiwm sc'r\r:
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to sta
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would inti
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend unmcdxatcly harmmg millishs of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. o : '

I understand that the FCC is COI]S]dEI'lIlg applying “in-state” access charges and other fees of
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fined incomes ot
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other mehiis. m:csssmy 1o subscribe miM
telephone service, rely upoo these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set aﬁo '
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face sum!ar challenges

As 1 result, prepaid calling cards are the only option ava:]able without ﬂaem, mwgmsmrs
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Rmsmg the price f prepatd
calling cards will dircctly harm individuals who can least afford pnce increases. " :

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prcpmd culha

destroying the utility of calling cards to dissdvantaged consumers. Allowing the lasge, Joigat
telephone companies to collect such charges, oven when they da not sel) the calling card t0.8
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable Plem
lock out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges n.nd f‘eas on. pra‘pﬁi’d By cied
services. : R :

Sinc

M

ccs:  Commissioner Michigel Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abecmathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator ~Redr - ;va—ja
Senstor (S _ v AHTTD

Congressperson

ety




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michaz] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

R_@J/C;ocket Wo. 03~ 1\5‘\ ,
I

———

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should mot impose new access charges and fees upon prcpmd cal?mg '
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will s:mply drwe up the cost ftﬂ"
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their comunlmhes

The Latino community is partjcularly sensitive to any price increase for pre»pmd enl]mg ear & -
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becuuse -
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk pnces already holding fixed and low mcoma eonsumers hostagr., W'ﬂ i

not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, I prrticulsr, many Jow-incon
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service beceuse they canubt
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that Jocal phone Torpanios msis‘t : l:féﬁre
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make callp from payphones oF heael
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay “copnected” as weicm fliu‘ '

jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we al} h.ﬂvm e

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cnrds »
Some of the nation’s largest te]ephone companies would bé the largest beneficiarics of such

charges. The ¥CC should siand up for consnmer mterents aver corpomie g:m: by ping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. : . .

Sinceroly,

20556 /MD

issioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstei

Senator Poe oo l}-{_:\ \¢. _‘L
Senator 0. S

Congresspersan




Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powel}

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RECWC Daocket No. 03-133:

Chairman Poweli:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fecw upcm pnzpmd ca!hng cards -lfymi
move 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for mmonty or:
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price mcreaSB for pre—paxd ra!lmg cm‘ds,
approximately 43% of Latino households use themn. Indeed, half of the households with incores
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid cal[mg cards are so prevalent ;n pﬂt'bﬁ" e,
they save consumess money. ‘ , B

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and Iow income cunsumers hamg;e,wv. shouldfj'
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. 'In particular, mmy lowsineome T
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they- wmgt '
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that Jocal phone companies insist upon. b@fme
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the tele
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” a$ we lookf&
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appomtmms that we all ‘havu_..- o

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new chnrges and fees 0:3 the‘ X

Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would bo the Jargest beneficiaries ¢f ¥il
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corpomte gam ’by
affordable prepald calling cards a priority. :

ely, R SRR S
%@M# .-—'/LUI,ZWJ 1 LOW
A Commissionor Mlchael Copps 1, o Fae e e
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy s
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

Senator Pty

Senator RIL A
Congyessperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michaci Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 26554

_,__.._....h___'_

_ WC Docket No. 03- rsf;s_,

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should net impose new access charges and fees upcm prepaxd calhng cards i ¥
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up thc cost for mmmuy
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumhes o

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pnce increase for pr&paiti calling ¢
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indetd, half of the households with. mmmm;'
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so provalent in parl !m:auae
they save consumers money. -

‘With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low ificome consurers hostagc we Sh(mlﬁ :
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. -It particulef, many Jow-income.
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upan prepaid secvice becduse fhey ¢
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that loéal phone corapanios fsist upon:
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from paypbones or the nleph
of family members and neighbors. We can use thege zards to stay “conmected* sz we
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily nppomtmemts that we !tii hwc

I simply find it ummngmab!c that the FCC would i unposc new charges and fees on these cnrds .
Some of the nation’s Jargest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such .

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer jntercsts over corporate gain by keepmg
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely,

L W&c E@/M'IA
@U%lu vy

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein '
Senator w

Senator p

Congrcsspersah H WW'Y
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

ma@mcket No. 0333,
e

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely npon low-msi teienomn*umcm:ons services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in-
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposai that would introduse
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depenﬂ, 1mmed;gte1y harmmg millions o
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. L

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in- smte” access chnrges andmher‘faes on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly thosa on fixed #aeotes or those
cstablishing e credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscri%‘m local: :
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set nﬁ,‘ordahle 1
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges -

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option avmlable thhout thern, rnany &dnsﬁmqf\f:
could, quite literally, be Jeft without access to telephone service. Raising the prme ‘of prepaid -
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. -

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial incresse in the cost of prepmd ui‘lniz
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, ml
telephone companies to colleet such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card 10 5
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less sffordabléPlesse
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charpes and fees on p'repa:d aﬂmg w&‘
services. : : :

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy e
Commissioner Xevin Martin '
Commijssioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator HM
Scnator
Con gresspcrson

Y4 M



Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE(WC Docketw

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon lcw-ccrst 1elecummumcatxon5 servm&&.
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to stayirig i
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is u proposal that would introduce :
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depcnd smmedta:cly hmmmg mllhmu of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. £ o N

I understand that the FCC is considering applying m~sta!e’” Access charges and other ; fm on.
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed inciines or fhose-
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other mesns necessary to subscribe 16 local

telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set nﬂmﬂnble :ates. :
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and athers face similar challenges. - -~ 0o -

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option avmiabla without th:m, msmy .:- SUTHET
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the pnce orf ’prcpmﬁ ;
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford pncc increases. .

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial mcrcasc in the mst of pre'p&ld '
destroying the utllrty of calling cards to disadvantaged consumets. Allowing the lx:g&g, ocel F
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to'a ™
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially Jess affordubie; Pleme
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prcpaxd ﬁéﬂiﬁg wd
services,

Sincerely,

W\W | Kool g

Commissioner ael Copps et
Commussioner Kathleen Abernathy

Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstzin ,

Senator s : fw

Senator

Congressperson (; (, e ) : |




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 5.W.

Washington, DC 20554

e ———
WDocket No. 03- 3\

\\-_,.h___“__.___,__n-

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepmd callmg cards«‘ :
mave 1o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive:up the cost fof ‘minority
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communitics. =

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase fof pre-paid calling cards; -

approximately 43% of Latino houscholds use them, Indeed, half of the housenolds with incomes:
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards, Pre-paid callmg cards are $0 pre\ra}em in part because 5
they save consumers money.

With pgas and milk pnces already holding fixed and low incbme consummers hosmge, we nh
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, ,ln particular, many low-iconse ,
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid serviee because they canmot -

toeet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phonc companies insist upon before
getting a phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones’ b the mlcphoﬁcs
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “‘connected” s¢ wlook for -
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that. we all have

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these eardg
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of suel >~
chargas. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over cor'pbmte gmn b‘y keeplag -
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. = .

o Thyme

ces:  Commissioner Michacl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Comnmissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator A ,
Senator PR
Congressperson




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federa] Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

‘Washington, DC 20554

R.E:@cket No. 03-133~,
._,______//

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications serviceg to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to ﬂ_nyiug" .
touch with family and friends. But pending before the ECC is & proposal that would introduss *
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depnnd ﬂnmadmly hamm&g illiong of "
Latinos and other consurmers nationwide. :

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges an:l other fees on-..
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particulatly those on fixed incomes ot thaise
establishing a ¢redit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay conntcted at set aﬂ"ordable rnzes
Students, imroigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar chaliengcs

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option ava;lable- Wlthout thtm. mnny
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepsid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who cap Iea.'ﬂ aﬂ"ﬂrd pﬂct. zncrea.ses

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantiai: increase in the Cost af prep”ﬁ'd_h ‘
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large; local-
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not self the ¢alling card to a-
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. I’iease‘

laok out for consumers and refuse to impose new access cha:gas and fézs on prr.pmd ca}lmg card '
services.

Sincerely, Vi

bhey Glod

ces:  Commissioner Michac! Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein .

Senator Bas l‘ﬂf%ﬂww

Senator TohS, Cev

Congressperson /. /, M
At /| Y




July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae! Powel]

Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

_:f_—*—"m—\_\\%
REAWC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell;

Military personnel stationed in the U.S. and all aver the world rciy hcav:ly upon 1ow'~cost
telecommunications services 1o keep in touch with family and friends back home; But pend)ng
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we.,
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of 'Lhousands of Amcncan semce
men and women stationed worldwide. - :

{ understand that the FCC is considering applying * 1n—sta ¥ access charges and oﬂ‘im*,
certain prepaid calling card services. American scrvice pcrsannel particularly the
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to !c::cp in toucl‘{ with ¢ '
affordable rates.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the onty option avaﬂah £—w :thcut tbcm, mﬂltary pcrs
could, quite literally, be left without access to tclephone service. Raising the priece of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most .n need of vml phnne smut to k&‘ep*‘-
their loved ones within reach. : o7

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substa.ntml izierease in ;he cost. ﬁfﬁf«gﬂiﬁ . by
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women: Please 160k ol fo

military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees én prepmd ﬁng car
services. : o

Sincerely,

W&M

e E 275N

ccs: Comm:ssmner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissioncr Jonathan, Adelatein
Senator ﬁ&bl ﬁg L - Jq )
Senator 8. AL R

Congresspetson




